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PROPOSEDUSE OF THE PLENARYPOWERSTOVALIDATE THE
FAMILY-GROUPNAMES"MUNTIACINAE " POCOCK, 1923, AND
" ODOBENIDAE" (CORRECTIONOF " ODOBAENIDAE") ALLEN
(J.A.), 1880, AS THE FAMILY-GROUPNAMESFORTHE GENERA
CONTAINING THE BARKING DEERAND THE WALRUS

RESPECTIVELY (CLASS MAMMALIA)

By T. C. S. MORRISON-SCOTT,DSC, D.Sc.

{Director, Science Museum, London)

(Commission Reference : Z.N.(S.) 1187)

The present application is in the nature of a supplement to two applications

relating to generic names in mammals in each of which the International

Commission on Zoological Nomenclature was asked to use its Plenary Powers

to vaUdate a well-known generic name in common use. In the first of these

applications the Commission was asked to provide a valid foundation for the

generic name Muntiacus Rafinesque, 1815, as the name for the genus having

Cervus muntjak Zimmermann, 1780, the Barking Deer, as its type species. In

the second appUcation the Commission was asked to vahdate the generic name

Odobenus Brisson, 1762, as the name for the genus for Phoca rosmarus Linnaeus,

1758, the Wakus. The foregoiiig proposals have now been approved by the

Commission, the former in Opinion 460, the latter in Opinion 467. By the

Ruhngs given in these Opinions the names Muntiacus Rafinesque and Odobenus

Brisson have been placed on the Official List of Generic Names in Zoology and

the corresponding invaUd names Cervulus Blainville, 1818, and Rosmarus

Briinnich, 1771, on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in

Zoology.

2. It was not necessary to take account of family-group-name problems

in appUcations relating to generic names at the time when I submitted my
application regarding the generic name Muntiacus Rafinesque and when the

Secretary submitted his Report on the name Odobenus Brisson. Accordingly

this problem was not dealt with in either of these papers. As the Regies then

stood, a family-group name followed the name of its type genus, and the

vaUdation by the Commission of the foregoing generic names would have

meant automatically that MtrNTiACiNAE would have been the correct name for

the subfamily of the family cervidae containing the Barking Deer and that

ODOBENIDAEwould have been the correct name for the family containing the

Walrus.
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3. At this point it is necessary, however, to take account of one of the
very few thoroughly unfortunate decisions taken by the Fourteenth Inter-

national Congress of Zoology at Copenhagen in 1953, namely the decision that a
family-group name based upon a generic name which has been rejected either as

a junior objective synonym, or as a junior subjective synonyn, of some other
generic name is nevertheless itself to be retained (1953, Copenhagen Decisions

zool. Nomencl. : 36, Decision 54(1 )(a)). The proposal on which this decision

was based ran entirely counter to long-established practice and for this reason
was opposed at Copenhagen by Dr. L. R. Cox, myself and others who beheved
that it was extremely dangerous and, contrary to the hopes of its sponsors,

was calculated to lead to far-reaching and extremely objectionable name-
changing in family names. On the face of it, however, this proposal looked as

though it would promote stabihty in family names even where, as is sometimes
unavoidable, circumstances were to make a change in the name of a type genus
unavoidable. From this point of view the proposal offered attractions and it

was on this account adopted by the Copenhagen Congress. On my return to

London from the Copenhagen Congress I quickly found that my forebodings
on this subject had been more than justified and that the general adoption of
this rule would overturn large numbers of well established family names by
raising up from the dead older names based on rejected generic names which
on this account had long been relegated to synonymy. It is very much to be
hoped that, when the next International Congress of Zoology comes to settle

the text of the Regies as revised by the Paris (1948) and Copenhagen (1953)
Congresses it ^viU take the opportunity to expunge the disastrous provision

here in question.

4. In the meantime it is necessary to consider what action should be taken
in those cases, such as the present, where immediate action is essential. As
regards this, I fully endorse the view expressed by Professor Robert Mertens
of Frankfurt, when dealing with the generic name Sphenodon Graj^ 1831, and
its junior objective synonym Hatteria Gray, 1842, that the proper course is to

ask the International Commission to use its Plenar}^ Powers to prevent the
long-forgotten name hatterudae Cope, 1864, from overturning the well-

known name sphenodontidae Cope, 1870, merely by reason of its older date
(Mertens, 1955, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 11 : 139—141). I was very glad therefore

recently to see that the Commission had accepted the cogent views advanced
in this case by Professor Mertens and that in Opinion 455 it had used its Plenary
Powers to protect the name sphekodontidae from being cast into synonj-my
by the ill-conceived decision by the Copenhagen Congress discussed above.

5. The two cases here in question are exactly parallel to that in relation

to Sphenodon Gray discussed in Professor Mertens's paper. Detailed particulars

of the names involved in these cases are given in the following paragraphs.

6. Following the vaUdation by the Commission of the generic name
MuntiactLs Rafinesque, the family-group name MXTNTiAcrNAE Pocock, 1923
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{Proc. zool. Soc. Lond. 1923 : 207) ought certainly to be the name for the

subfamily of the cervidae containing this genus (see Ellerman & Morrison-

Scott, 1951, Checklist pal. ind. Mammals : 355). Unfortunately, under

Copenhagen Decision 54(l)(a) (referred to in paragraph 3 above) the name
MUNTIACINAE Pocock is invaUd by reason of having been pubUshed later than

the name cervxtlinae Sclater, 1870 (Proc. zool. Soc. Lond. 1870 : 115), based

upon the objectively invaUd generic name Cervulus Blainville which (as already

explained) has now been relegated to the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid

Generic Names in Zoology by the Ruhng give in the Commission's Opinion 460.

In the days when Cervulus Blainville was accepted as the name for the genus

containing the Indian Muntjak, the name cervulinae Sclater was widely

used for this subfamily, but, when the name Muntiacus Rafinesque was
introduced for this genus, Sclater's name cervxtlinae dropped out of use. In

these circumstances it would be as illogical as it would be confusing if, following

the decision of the Commission to use its Plenary Powers to protect the generic

name Muntiacus Rafinesque as against its junior synonym Cervulus Blainville,

it were necessary to revive that generic name as enshrined in the family-group

name cervxtlinae at the expense of the name Muntiacus Rafinesque as used

in the subfamily name muntiacinae Pocock. Indeed such a proceeding

would be in direct violation of the principle of maintaining stabihty in

nomenclature expressly laid down by the Copenhagen Congress.

7. The case of the generic name Odobenus Brisson is so similar to that

discussed above in relation to the name Muntiacus Rafinesque that a brief

summary of the facts will be sufficient. In this case also the family-group

name odobaenidae Allen (J.A.), 1880 (U.S. geol. geogr. Surv. Terr., Misc.

Publ. 12 : 5, 17), based upon the generic name Odobemis Brisson now vahdated

by the Commission, is of later date than the name rosmaridae Gill, 1866

(Proc. Essex Inst. 5 : 7, 11), based upon the generic name Rosmarus Bninnich,

1771, now rejected by the Commission. It would clearly be a mockery of the

principle of maintaining stability in nomenclature if, after the vaUdation of

the name Odobenus Brisson in compliance with that principle, the provision

embodied in Copenhagen Decision 54(l)(a) were to be permitted to exhume
the name rosmaridae from the limbo of the past and to enthrone it in the

place of the name odobaenidae currently in use for this family. I accordingly

ask that the Commission should use its Plenary Powers to prevent so

discreditable a situation from arising by suppressing the name rosmaridae
GUI under its Plenary Powers.

8. A word of explanation is necessary as to the spelling adopted by Allen

for the family name for the Walrus which it will be noted he called odobaenidae
and not odobenidae. The reason for this discrepancy is that in place of the

Original Spelling Odobenus Brisson for the type genus of this family AUen used

the emendation Odobaenus Fee, 1830 {in Linnaeus, Syst. Nat. (Ed. prim, reedit.)

:

59). This was an Invalid Emendation, there being nothing in Brisson's Regnum
Animale, to show that the " e " speUing in place of the " ae " spelling was
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emended except where a V^rZe^lL'T^jrZ^ZJ:: „TL Wgenus. Accordingly, the spelUng oi,OB«mi.AE used by luen T li In^5?H

(1) to >^e its Plenary Powers to suppress the undcr-mentioned family.groupw:/Hot„^;:?y°^!i""'''
"-- °'^°*y "-' -' '- *<>- o^*^

(a) CERVTILINAE Sclater, 1870
;

(b) BOSMAEIDAEGill, 1866
;

(2) to place the under-mentioned family-group names on the Official Listof Family. Group Names in Zoology:— ^
(a) MUNTiAcmAE Pocock, 1923, as validated under the PlenaryPowers m (l)(a) above (type genus: if«...W Ra^esqu^

(b)oDOBENiDAE (correction of ODOBAENiDAE) Allen (J.A.) 1880 asvahdated under the Plenary Powers in (l)(b) above (tv^egenus
: Odohenus Brisson, 1762)

;

^ ^
^^^

*°o^/^'r.^/''^^'''^??r^
family-group names on the Official Indexof Rejected and Invahd Family-Group Names in Zoology —

^'^ Tm^f .\^''''r'
''''' "^ ^"PP^^^^^^ "^^- ^h^ PI—y Powersin (l)(a) above (type genus : Cervulus Blainville 1818)

(b) ------ Gill, 1866, as suppressed under the Plenary' Powersin (l)(b) above (type genus : Rosrmrus Briinnich 1771) •

^'^TstfrarT' ^r/-^i '''" ^'^' g-"- ^'^^^^ Fee,18d0 (an Invahd Emendation of Ot^ofcen.^ Brisson 1762)) ^anInvahd Original Spelhng for odobenidae)
;

^^ ^

(4)to place the under-mentioned generic name on the Official Index ofRejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology •_ ^

Odohaen^^^^^e, 1830 (an Invahd Emendation of Od^henu. Brisson,


